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Medley Site
National starch and Chemical - Evidence

nemo examines wational Starch's response ot Juno 213,
to l;PA's Section 104 (e) letter. In tha.t response National

Starch stated that they never sent waste to Moo ley farm, out
rather sent waste to the permitted hove- Springs racility.
£ven ir soiae waato went to iledley, National btarch cencludtis
tb.P.t it v/aa non-hazardous „ The foxlowincj outlines tho weaknesses
of their position.

b'irst, it is not possible .tor their waste to nave yone
to Love bprinyso The Love JJpriays tacilit^ v/as only Ljfcriratt«d
for about six wr/oks in 1976,, The invoices National proviueu
shoved disposal ct their waste troru th^3 yy«*rs li;74-li/Vo. In
addition, National Starch stated that ttiey aenlt with fiociiey's
Concrete who they aa> OiJeruteci Love Sprinys. In tuct it was
Piednont. Industrial bcrvice-ss (ov^neti by Ciycc ik-dley ) that had
the Lovo ijpririQS poruit. The Medley t'arr.t uito was oporatou
by Hod ley's Concrete Uorks (bee hiliikon lU'i(e) resx^oris^ ) .
Thfaroiore it SCUBC obvious that hatiovial's v/at>ty went to the

Farm

Second, Nfitional ctstes that their wastes v;a& non-hazardous.
This b̂ .io assertion is unsupi-orttd by th« invoicor-j we havo
rocoived. Nov;hor-> on the invoices is there an indication as
to tho nature oi the w«st&, although it do-33 appear that
much oi' it was onulsion \;asto (tank loads) = I pull«d their
Part A to doternine wnat wastos they now dispose of.
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From the Part A it is apparent that National disposes of
a variety of hazardous wastes. Assuming that those wastes
had to be disposed of in the past as well, they may have
been disposed of at Medley. In addition, 1 have been told
that the emulsion waste itself may be contaminated with
various hazardous constituents. Given the foregoing facts,
there is good reason to believe that National disposed of
hazardous substances at the Medley site. furthermore, the
disposal of the tankers of waste at the Nedley site could
only have been by draining the tankers into the lagoons on
site, posing a serious risk to the groundwater at the site.

Both toluene and vinyl chloride (a likely constituent in
emulsion waste) were found in the pond saiaplfis taken at the site.
Therefore, we may have a match between National Starch and
the wastes disposed of at the Medley site.


